present advanced stage of dental science, the entire absence of this topic from dental text-books must be noticed with regret. Their authors should constantly endeavor to bear in mind a truth which those engaged in education sometimes forget, that what is well known to them may be new to others. Forensic Medicine embraced in a general medical education has been considered scarcely needful to the dentist. In fact, the dentist is puzzled to know whether he is practicing a specialty of the great domain of medicine, or a distinct science and art independently standing on its own merits. Nothing having heretofore been done, so far as known, to group together cases in which the teeth have been used as evidence in disputed identity and those in which dentists have given scientific testimony, this paper is prepared as a pioneering effort, made It is a subject of present and prospective importance, and becomes a desideratum, almost a necessity, to every intelligent dentist. In the cases cited, principles have been suggested and confirmed, and methods have been determined by which future investigations in this branch of knowledge may be successfully prosecuted. The learning, the sound judgment, the self-explaining order and minutely-traced ramifications which characterize the testimony of those quoted will, it is believed, be acknowledged as honorable to the profession. Their truths, indisputable and demonstrable, though greatly involved, gave the scientific world a more correct idea of the dentist. In no instance did future experience prove the falsity or unreliability of their conclusions. Dr. Nathan C. Keep's careful and explicit testimony in the Webster-Parkman case furnished the strongest evidence of the identity of Dr. Parkman that was brought out; and, in the Goss case, the exact learning and nice discrimination of the professional writer and scholar, Dr. Ferdinand J. S. Gorgas, in the preparation of the detailed statement of the examination of the maxillary bones and teeth of the body exhumed, resulted in the insurance companies being advised that it would be impossible to reconcile the dissimilarity between the diseased jaws and mouth of the almost toothless corpse, and the mouth of W. S. Goss as described by his wife. Of the thirty-two teeth, sixteen were unquestionably lost before death, and of the sixteen remaining, one was only a root in the socket. The crowns of two of the front teeth approached each other, over where a tooth had been lost. In the upper jaw the palatine canal, which perforates the roof of the mouth jest behind the two middle front teeth was greatly enlarged by an abscess, which had existed previous to death and which abscess communicated with the diseased cavity of one of the front teeth. The abscess appeared to have formed about the root of the toothIn our opinion this abscess communicating with the envity in the bone had absorbed or eaten through the bone to that extent forming an opening between the socket of the tooth and this anterior palatine canal. 
